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REMARKS 

The Examiner has given the following rejections for claim 1-11. 

a) Claims 1-6 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Swaney (WO 8607576) in view of 
Fischer et al. (US 6,248,829). 

b) Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Swaney (WO 8607576) in view of Fischer et 
al., as applied to claim 1, in further view of Thibodeaux (US 
6,185,860). 

Applicants respectively traverse the Examiner's above rejections for 
the reason that follows. 

As the Examiner correctly points out, Swaney discloses packaging and 
storage of shoes in a box made of transparent plastics but does not disclose 
any packaging or storage of shoes made from polypropylene. 

The Examiner uses Fischer et al. as a secondary reference for 
remedying the deficiency of Swaney. As the Examiner points out, Fischer et 
al. discloses a clear plastic packaging material comprising polypropylene. In 
the method of Applicants' claim 1, the polypropylene must have Charpy 
notched impact strength at 0°C greater than or equal to 3 kJ/m 2 . Unlike 
Applicants' claimed invention, the polypropylene disclosed by Fischer et al. 
has Charpy notched impact strength at 0°C of 1.2 kJ/m 2 (Ex. 4), 1.4 kJ/m 2 
(Ex. 5), 1 .5 kJ/m 2 (Ex. 6), 1 .5 kJ/m 2 (Ex. 7), and 2 kJ/m 2 (Ex. 8). See Table 1 
of Fischer et al. Please note that the Examiner's statement that the 
polypropylene disclosed by Fischer et al. has a Charpy notched impact 
strength at 0°C of 80, 85, 96, 1 15, 144 and 101 kJ/m 2 is incorrect. 
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Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner withdraw the 
obviousness rejection of claims 1-6 and 11 because Fischer et al. cannot 
remedy the deficiency of Swaney. 

Claims 7 and 8 depend from claim 1 and incorporates all of the 
limitations of claim 1. Note that like Fischer et al., the third reference cited by 
the Examiner, Thibodeaux, does not disclose any polypropylene having 
Charpy notched impact strength at 0°C greater than or equal to 3 kJ/m 2 . 
Thus, the combination of Swayne, Fischer et al. and Thibodeaux cannot 
make claim 1 obvious, and thus the combination of these three references 
cannot make claims 7 and 8 obvious. 

Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner withdraw the 
rejections of claims 1-11 and invite the Examiner to telephone their attorney, 
Shao-Hua Guo, at (610) 359-2455 if a discussion of the application might be 
helpful. Applicants enclose herein a two-month extension fee for the delayed 
response. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Friederike Morhard et al. 




Shao-Hua Guo 
Attorney for Applicants 
Reg. No. 44,728 
LyondellBasell Industires 
Phone: (610) 359-2455 
September 22, 2008 
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